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self would make changes in a future edition. For instance, in 
speaking of the conveyance of a wife's land by fine or common 
recovery ( Sect. 234) , he sums up by saying : "And so, the practi- 
cal result at common law was that he (the husband) could only 
claim curtesy in the lands of which the wife was seised at her 
death." . This statement takes no account of lands of which the 
wife had been seised during coverture, but which were in the 
possession of a disseisor at the time of her death. This is mere 
inadvertence, for in a previous section (230) the right to curtesy 
in such case is stated. But what author ever produced a work of 
any magnitude without experiencing some cold shivers on reading 
his first edition? Such inadvertent expressions in Professor 
Minor's book are so rare that they only serve to make its unusual 
value as a whole stand out in bolder relief. 

/. W. 
The Mystery of the Pinckney Draught. By Charles C. Nott. 
The Century Co., New York. pp. 334. 1908. 

To show that the paper delivered by Charles Pinckney in 1818, 
to the State Department was a true copy of his draught of the 
United States Constitution, is the task which the author has 
undertaken in this work. He attributes the failure of the copy 
to receive recognition to Madison, for he says: "Madison's 
comment and Story's silence have united to condemn the draught 
so effectively that while printed and reprinted it has been as 
unnoted as if it had never been written." p. 7. 

The relations existing between Madison and Pickney are 
pointed out, as well as Madison's views of Pickney's ideas, and 
many reasons are shown why Madison should not be a witness 
against the authenticity of this copy, for, as the author says: 
"We must reject Madison as a witness because he rejects him- 
self." p. 39. 

"The Observations on the Plan of Government" which was 
published by Pickney, is pointed out as sustaining the genuineness 
of the copy, in place of being derogatory to it as Madison thought 
it was. 

The author's conclusions dissipate all ideas of fraud, for he 
says that "the draught in the State Department agrees so closely 
with the draught of the Committee of Detail .... that 
unquestionably the one draught must have followed the other." 
p. 273. Again, "the observations were printed during the life- 
time of every member of the convention." p. 274. 
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Great research is displayed in the work, and the author has 
helped to clarify a situation which is beset with many perplexing 
difficulties. That we may have further light upon the subject is 
to be expected, for as the author says, p. 277: "Time which 
destroys, also discloses ; and time may bring to light some record 
which will change the conclusions of to-day." 

H.J.C. 



